
May 5,2004 

Ms. Marlene Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Commumcauons C o m s s i o n  
445 12th Street, S.W 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Re: Ex Parte Filing - WC Docket No. 04-30 

Dear Ms. Dortch. 

I am writmg on behalf of G e m  Networks CT, Inc. (''Gem") to respond to the ex 
parte letter filed by AT&T Corp on or about Apnl26.2004 m the above capuoned docket 

G e m  agrees with AT&T Corp. that there is no basis for the C o m s s i o n  to act o n  
SBC's preemptlon pennon at h s  pomt. Pursuant to the Apnl 1, 2004 acuon of the Connecucut 
Superior Court, the matter is back before the Connectlcut Department of Pubhc U d t y  Control 
("DPUC"). The DPUC has remihated the proceedmg to consider one further reqwement 
('techmcal feasibhty") of the apphcable Connecucut law and has set an expedmous procedural 
schedule. Thts could result m modlficanons to the DPUC decision that SBC has asked the FCC 
to preempt ' Therefore, the SBC peution m effect asks the Comrmssion to preempt a state acnon 
tha t  may be changed. 

cc' hchard C. Rowlenson, Esqure 
Jennifer D. Janelle, Esqutre 

' On .3pd 21,2004, the Supenor Court d d  c o n h  rhat if had otherwse detemuned that the DPUC decision was in  
accordance wth Federal law by denymg an SBC bfohon For Clanficaoon of 11s h p d  1,2004 decision I copy of the 
Court's demal of that hlotion 1s attached 
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